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Detailed Action 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Application's argue with respect to claims 1 , 3-39, 41-77, 79-82 have been 
considered but are not persuasive . Examiner appreciates detail description of prior art. 

2. Regarding claim 1, applicant argues that "Kloba does not teach or suggest 
storing the transformed objects in the server cache". 

The Office respectfully disagrees. 

Kloba discloses that the state information (and associated functionality) (Kloba, 
col. 23, I. 5-10) including the translate/transform/optimize of the object associated with 
client is maintained or cached on the server (Kloba, col.23, MO), which is used by a 
particular client (Kloba, col.23, 1. 60-67). The state information of the device and/or client 
is consider in this optimization process, and the optimization process is the web 
synchronization module in the server (Kloba, col. 23, 1. 22-23). 

Therefore, all mentioned above is satisfying the reason to. reject claim 1 and its 
dependent claims 2-19, 21,24, 28-38. 

3. Similarly, regarding claim 39, applicant argues the same as above that "Kloba 
does not teach or suggest storing the transformed objects in the server cache". 
Therefore, it is rejected based on the same reason set forth for the rejection of claim 1 , 
and its dependent claims 40-62, 64, 66, and 69-71. 
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4. Regarding claim 77, applicant argues that "Kloba discloses determining 
capabilities of the target device by interacting with the device, not by examining the 
request submitted by the device". 

The Office respectfully disagrees. 

Kloba discloses in col. 23, 1. 55-67, that the server execute the web 
synchronization module (Kloba, col. 23, I.22-23) about 
translate/transform/optimized of the object and conforms (compare and verify) state 
information request (Kloba, col. 23, I. 56-58) by a client and is used by the client 
(Kloba, col. 23, I. 60-62). The state information of the device is considered in this 
optimization process (Kloba, col. 23, I. 62-63). Therefore, all mentioned above is 
corresponds to the claim 77 - "determining capabilities of the target device by 
examining the request submitted by the device" . And satisfying the reason to reject 
claim 77 and its dependent claims 78-82 are rejected as well. 

5. Application's argue with respect to claims 20, 22-23, 25-27, 63, 65, and 67-68 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Response to Amended Claims 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3-39, 41-77, 79-82 are rejected under 35 USC 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Kloba et al., (US Patent 6341316). 

3. Regarding claim 1 , Kloba teaches an online system, a method for determining 
the capabilities of client devices and supplying media content in a format suitable 
for such devices, the method comprising: 

• receiving a request to provide a target device with a copy of a 
particular media object (Kloba, col. 5, 1.14-23); 

• determining capabilities of the target device (Kloba, col. 5, 1.16-17); 

• based on the capabilities of the target device, determining a format 
that is desired for providing the target device with a copy of the 
media object (Kloba, col. 5, i. 16.-17, Fig. 1W); 

• translating the particular media object into a copy having said 
determined format (Kloba, col. 5, I.20); and 

• providing the target device with the copy having said determined 
format (Kloba, col. 5, 1.21); and 

• storing the copy having said determined format in a server cache 
(Kloba, col. 23, I. 5-10). 
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4. Regarding claim 3, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising: receiving from a target device a subsequent request for the particular 
object in the determined format; and providing the target device with the copy 
stored in said server cache (Kloba, col.23, 1. 37-39). 

5. Regarding claim 4, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , further 
comprising: obtaining a copy of said particular media object from a connected 
server for translation of said media object (Kloba, col. 16, 1. 55-56, col.23, 1.60-62, 
col. 35, 1.25-26). 

6. Regarding claim 5, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 4, further 
comprising: 

• storing in cache memory a cached copy of said media object 
received from said connected server (Kloba, col. 14, 1. 64-65); and 

• in response to subsequent requests for translation of said media 
object, using the copy of said media object stored in cache memory 
(Kloba, col. 15, I.38-40). 

7. Regarding claim 6, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
capabilities of the target device include screen resolution (Kloba, col. 24, 1. 23). 

8. Regarding claim 7, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
capabilities of the target device include screen size (Kloba, col. 24, 1. 8). 

9. Regarding claim 8, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
capabilities of the target device include color support (Kloba, col. 24, 1.10). 

10. Regarding claim 9, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
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capabilities of the target device include bit rate (Kloba, col.11, 1.1). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 10, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1, wherein the 
capabilities of the target device include currently-available communication 
medium that the target device employs to transmit its request (Kloba, col. 8, 1.1 1- 
14). 

1 2. Regarding claim 1 1 , Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 0, wherein 
currently-available communication medium comprises wireless communication 
(Kloba, col.8, 1.11-14). 

13. Regarding claim 12, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 10, wherein 
currently-available communication medium comprises wireline communication 
(Kloba, col.8, 1.11-14). 

14. Regarding claim 13, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein 
said step of determining capabilities of the target device includes examining the 
request submitted by the device (Kloba, col. 5, 1.14-17). 

15. Regarding claim 14, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1, wherein 

i 

said step bf determining capabilities of the target device includes examining the 

i 

HTTP header submitted by the device (Kloba, col. 5, 1.14-25). 

16. Regarding claim 15, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 14, wherein 
examining the HTTP header submitted by the device includes examining the 
HTTP User-Agent header (Kloba, col.21, I.49, by the definition of HTTP, it is 
obvious to implement the user-agent header.). 

17. Regarding claim 16, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1, wherein said 
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step of determining capabilities of the target device includes querying the device 
for its capabilities (Kloba, col. 15, 1.48-49). 

18. Regarding claim 17, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1, wherein said 
step of determining capabilities of the target device includes determining 
capabilities from a knowledgebase, based on a device class for the target device 
(Kloba, col.5, I.4-6, col. 14, I.60-63). 

19. Regarding claim 18, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 17, further 
comprising: recording a log record of target devices that are not recognized to 
enable the capabilities of said devices to be added to the knowledgebase (Kloba, 
col.29, 1. 38-42). 

20. Regarding claim 19, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 18, further 
comprising: automatically issuing notifications regarding said target devices that 
are not recognized (Kloba col.29, 1. 43-47). 

21 . Regarding claim 21 , Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
step of determining a format that is desired includes determining an appropriate 
color space for rendering a particular image at the target device (Kloba col. 21 , 
1.19-26). 

22. Regarding claim 24, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
step of determining a format that is desired includes determining the appropriate 
bit rate for the target device (Kloba, col. 1 1 , 1. 1 ). 

23. Regarding claim 28, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
target device includes a handheld computing device having display capability 
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(Kloba, col. 10, 1.40-41). 

24. Regarding claim 29, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
target device includes a handheld computing device having digital audio 
capability (Kloba, col.4, 1. 33, col. 1. 38, Table 2) 

25. Regarding claim 30, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
target device includes a cellular phone device having display capability (Kloba, 
col. 10, I.38). 

26. Regarding claim 31 , Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
target device includes a cellular phone device having digital audio capability 
(Kloba, col. 10, 1.40-41). 

27. Regarding claim 32, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
target device includes a pager device having display capability ( Kloba, col. 10, 
I.38). 

28. Regarding claim 33, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 

target device includes a personal computer having display capability (Kloba, col. 
10, I.40). 

29. Regarding claim 34, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
target device includes a personal computer having digital audio capability (Kloba, 
col.10, I. 38, 1.40-41). 

30. Regarding claim 35, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
target device includes WAP (Wireless Application Protocol) support (Kloba, 
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col.28, I.55-57). 

31 . Regarding claim 36, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
media objects include digital images (Kloba, col. 15, I.32-33). 

32. Regarding claim 37, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 

digital objects include digital video (Kloba, col. 4, 1.13). 

33. Regarding claim 38, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 

digital objects include digital audio (Kloba, col. 4, 1.12), 

34. Regarding claims 39, 41-62, 64, 66, 69-76 have similar limitations as claims 1, 
3-19, 21, 24, 28-38. Therefore, claims 39-62, 64, 66, 69-76 are rejected for the 
same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1 , 3-19, 21 , 24, 28-38. 

35. Regarding claim 77, Kloba further discloses an online system, a method for 
determining the capabilities of client devices, the method comprising: 

• receiving an original request from a target device in which said 
target device does not include information regarding its capabilities 
(Kloba, col.29, I.40-42); 

• determining capabilities of the target device by examining the 
request submitted by the device (Kloba, col. 23, I. 56-58); 

• supplementing said original request received from said target 
device with information about the capabilities of said target device 
(Kloba, col.9, I.33-40) and 
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• forwarding said supplemented request to a destination specified in 
said original request (Kloba, col. 9, 1.41-47) 

36. Regarding claim 79, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 77, wherein said 
step of determining capabilities of the target device includes examining the HTTP 
header submitted by the device (Kloba, col. 5, 1.15-16).. 

37. Regarding claim 80, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 79, wherein 
examining the HTTP header submitted by the device includes examining the 
HTTP User-Agent header (Kloba, col.21 , I.49, by the definition of HTTP, it is 
obvious to implement the user-agent header.) 

38. Regarding claim 81 , Kloba further discloses the method of claim 77, wherein said 
step of determining capabilities of the target device includes querying the device 
for its capabilities (Kloba, col. 15, 1. 48-49). 

39. Regarding claim 82, Kloba further discloses the method of claim 77, wherein said 
step of determining capabilities of the target device includes determining 
capabilities from a knowledgebase, based on a device class for the target 
device (Kloba, col. 5, I.4-6, col.14, I.60-63). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

40. Claims 20, 22-23, 25-27, 63, 65, and 67-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Kloba in view of Wenocur et al., (U.S. PG Pub. No. 
2003/0041110). 

41 . Regarding claims 20, 22-23, Kloba differs from the claimed invention in that it 
does not explicitly indicate the resolution, image size, and rotation of 

the particular image at the target device. However, Wenocur clearly teaches the 
device capability determination includes variables of the size, resolution of the 
object that the recipient's device can handle. (Wenocur, [0068]). Furthermore, 
Wenocur teaches the rotation of the image in a video frame formats (Wenocur, 
[0858], [0889], and [0891]). Combine with Wenocur objects resolution, image 
size, and rotation that will improve the user capability, and also increase the 
effectiveness. 

42. Regarding claims 63, and 65 have similar limitations as claims 20, and 22. 
Therefore, claims 63, and 65 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in the 
rejection of claim 20, and 22. 

43. Regarding claims 25-27, Kloba differs from the claimed invention in that it 
does not explicitly indicate the determination of communication bandwidth for 
transmitting a copy of the media object to the target device. However, Wenocur 
clearly teaches the platform information device maintains the network bandwidth 
information (Wenocur, [0499]). 
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Combine with Wenocur communication bandwidth filtering that will 
improve the image objects resolution and performance. 

44. Regarding claims 67, and 68 have similar limitations as claims 25, and 27. 
Therefore, claims 67, and 68 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in the 
rejection of claim 25, and 27. 

45. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 

in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Kloba's synchronizing 
content between a server and a client and Wenocur Optimizing delivery of image 
objects. 

Conclusion 

46. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kelvin Lin whose telephone number is 571-272-3898. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Flexible 4/9/5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



KYL 

7/29/2005 




KAMINI SHAH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



